o Ze Mar 2008 10:3B:2% AM EST
Elizabeth McCarthy

308 S Chandler Ave
Denison, Texas 75020

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individusl, I am writing to express my oapposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
regquire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to aliow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gnvernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Conaress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between saurces like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I uncderstand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of bhackdnor access have nat been successful and
only created & rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department aof
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I loock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth McCarthy
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Frestan Johnson

28414 15th Avenue South
Federal Way, WA 98003

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <ommunication seryices be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build fts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement tao loak through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between saurces like phone <ompanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to ocur personal communications, the
government is creating the vary real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Presrtan L. Johnson
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Donna Turiano

3754 Blue Ridge Road
West Palm Beach, Florida 33408

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my spposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do pot helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance., The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
nhew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI ¢an collect information between sources 'ike phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persgnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
anly created a rich oppartunity for hackars.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous-suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Banna L. Turiano
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Beverly Evans Messer

124 Union Street
Belfast, Maine 04915

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that al1 new Internet communication services he
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers hy trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal cemmunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatien technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Beverly Evans Messer
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Peter Cohen

43 Woodchester Drive
Newton, MA 024%7

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far bevond thase existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arocund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c<reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing yaur thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Feter Cohen
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ayid de a° morelli

17615 ludlow st.
granada hills, ca 91344

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
nowers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our perscnal communicatians, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoar access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

David De A" Morelld
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Arthur Snyder

8305 Mountbayven Rd.
Tuscaloosa, Al 35406

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It.is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new hames be built with a peephole for taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves cr
gven rogue government agents tn access our persaonal communications. past
gfforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward toc hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Arthur Snyder
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Cwen Claytaon

306 Riverton Road
Matthews, NC 28104

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet cammunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

What are vou planning on doing after they look at the general public and they
waht to come and go through your private affairs? Who 15 going to protect you?
Protect us all by saying "NO" to this measure.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent af the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informatian between sources like phone campanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the ltegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our percsanal communicaticns, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EYen rogue qovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Chnce again, I ufge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I 1ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Cwen Clayton
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Deborah Richards

30 Olive Ave.
Malden, MA 02148

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of TJTustice s reguest that all new Internet <ommunication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies tc allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bheyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. TI% js the equivalent aof the qovernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can cellect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process te alter that careful balance.

I uncerstand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eYen rogue government agents to access our personal <ommunications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

beborah A. Richards
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Yincent wWashington

P.0O. Box 48k
Flint, Michigan 48501

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all rew Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Lengstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet teilephone companies te allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these egisting
powers by trying to ferce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new haomes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect infaormation between sources Tike phone companies and data
spurces }ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gqgovernment agents to access our personal cammunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort ef backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Tock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Vincent Washington
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Io Ellen Caole

350 Yacon Street
Vista, California 92083

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As @ concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet teilephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bheyond these existing
powers by trving to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping., It is the equivalent of the government requiring ali
hew homes he huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation bstween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressiye and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even roque qovernment agents to access our personal communications, Past
effarts to nrovide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internpet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jo Ellen Cole
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Peggy Handler

1275 Geneva Ale
San Franciscao, CA 94112

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michasl Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A&s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far beyend these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually huild its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huiit with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very caoncerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extepsive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coilect infarmation between sources Jike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail., The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of ths Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal <communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
ohly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

T look farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Feggy Handler
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Charles Herold

520 E. 14 St.
Mew York, MY 10009

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. tangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBT to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Jaw enforcement to laok through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogye government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technoclogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Charles Herold
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Diane Lane

5915 SE 85th Ave
Portland, Or 97265

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Caommissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 205%4

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition toe the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement 715 necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government savesdropping. Tt is the squivalent af the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephcole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bvpass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue governhment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Diane Lane
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terry swann

715 w kaler
phaenix, az 85021

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powsll
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chaijrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephaone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is daoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gaovernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after sxtensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I urderstand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c<reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue qaovernment agents to access our personal communicaktions. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access hayve not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity faor hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shouid have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

terry swann
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Diane Ames

E708 waldo Ave.
E1 Cerrito, CA 94530

March 18, 2004

FCC Cchairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Caommissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually huild its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent af the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring & master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
enly created a rich opportunity for hackars.

On<e again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that gur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Diane Ames
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Terril Starks

5292 Spar Way
Magalia, Ca 95354

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communic<ation services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FRBI is gotfng far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually builc its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for 1aw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries faor how
the FBI ¢an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential faor hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts cn this matter.

Sincerely,

Terril Starks
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Tyler Nichols

3418  Oakwood St.
Salt Lake City, UT 84109

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae) Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Cchajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required ta have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary, Longstanding Jlaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bheyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources. 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the ltegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master Key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents te access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich appartunity for hackers.

Once again., I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technolsgies should have built-in
wiretapping.

Tt seems to me that wouldn't he ver democratic. Have an all mighty power with
the right to butt inta our lives through our computer. The last thing as a
web designer is to have to worry about identy theft. How would it help
anything to make it so every person that owns a c¢omputer would be abie to be
hacked.

T Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely, Tyler Nichols

Tyler Nichaols
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Richard Dennison

1719 Jefferson Street
Port Townsend, Wa 98368

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not bhelieve this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur persopal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Rick Dennisan
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Anchor Babcock

220 S. Lenola Rd. #C-107
Maple Shade, NJ (8032

March 8, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying te force the industry to actualily build its systems around
gavernment eavesdraopping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for YTaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sgurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agenkts to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to proyide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

once agafn, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Anchor A. Babcock. Esqg.
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Mary Lou Eby

1430 Yictaria Blvd,
Rockledge, Florida 32955

March 18, 2004

FCC chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Straeet SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
bepartment of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services bhe
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not beljeve this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdroppihg. It is the equivalent of the government requiring aill
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Toak through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggqressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal! communications, the
government s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogus government agents to access our personal communjcations. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not besn successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you toc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing vour thoughts en this matter.

Sincerely,

Mary Lou Eby., Rockledge
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David Shepardson

P O Box 727
Athel, MA 01364

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my gppositicn to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to nave built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding lTaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the ipdustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephoie for law enforcement to look through.

T am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
€van rogue government agents to access our persaonal cammunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoaor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity faor hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Bayid L. Shepardson
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Sid Kivancskd

1069 E37 St.
B'klyn, NY 11210

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fas a concerned individual, I am writing to express my spposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is5 necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with-a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technclogies should have bhyilt-in
wiretapping. .

I'1omk forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Sid Kivangski
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David Quintana

9318 103rd Avenue
Ozone Park, NY 11417

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poweli:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my cppositicn to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers 4y trying toe faorce the industry to actyally build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I underctand that by requiring a master key tc our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppertunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion af the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David M. Quintana
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Jann Ingmire

1329 §. State Street # Z1A
Chicago, IL S0B05

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatichs Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition te the
bepartment of Justice s request that all pew Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I da not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lgok through.

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, aftfer extensiyve deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation bhetween sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bkalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communicaticns. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not heen successfyl and
only created a rich cpportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sihcerely,

Jann Ingmire



